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NAMELIST OF NEW EXECUTIVE COMMISSION MEMBERS 





AUO31818 Paris AFP in English 1812 GMT 3 Jan &% 

[Text] Brussels, Jan 3 (AFP) -- The following is «a list of the 1? members of the 
European Economic Community's Executive Commission, which was partially reorganized 
today to reflect the formal admission January | of Spain and Portugal. 

Jacques Delors (France); president, responsible for monetary affairs, 


Lorenzo Natali (Tialy): vice-president, cooperation and development, 


Karl-Heinz Narjes (West Germany): vice-president, industrial affairs, information 
technology and research, 


Frans Andriessen (Netherlands): vice-president, agriculture and forests, 


Lord Cockfield (Britain): vice-president, internal market, customs, taxation and 
tinancial institutions, 


Henning Christophersen (Denmark): vice-president, budget, personne! and administration, 
financial review, 


Manuel Marin (Spain): social affairs, employment, education and training, 

Claude Cheysson (France): Mediterranean policy and North-South relations, 

Alois Pfeiffer (West Germany): economic affairs, regional policies, statistics, 
Grigoris Varfis (Greece): coordination of structural funds and consumer protection, 
Willy de Clercq (Belgium): external relations andtrade policies, 


Nicolas Mosar (Luxembourg): energy, Euratom [Furopean Atomic Enerzy Community], 
office of publications, 





Stanley Clinton-Davis (Britain): environment, nuclear security and transportation, 


Carlo Ripa di Meana (Italy): institutional questions, culture, tourism, information 
and communication policies, 


Peter Sutherland (Ireland): relations with the Buropean Parliament, competition, 


Antonio Cardoso e Cunha (Portugal): fishing, 


Abdel atutes (Spain): credit, investment and financial management, small cad medium- 
sized businesses. 














VII. 7 Jan 86 AUSTRIA ; 


LIBYA THREATENS ‘CONSEQUENCES’ TO JANA CRITICISM 





AU031257 Vienna DIE PRESSE in German 3 Jan 86 p 1 
[Special report by “A.U." and “ST”! 


[Excerpt] Vienna -- The Libyan Foreign Ministry in Tripoli has bitterly complained 
to the Austrian ambassador about the sharp words of Interior Minister Blecha, who 

had condemed a jubilant report of the official Libvan press agency about the Vienna 
terrorist attack. At the same time Austria was threatened with -- not further 
specified -- “consequences.” After the sharp words by Blecha and by Foreign Minister 
Gratz, no further reaction toward Libya is to be expected. 


USSR BUILDING HUCE DIPLOMATIC CENTER IN VIENNA 





AU061524 Paris AFP in English 1123 CMT 6 Jan 86 
[Report by Didier Fauqueux] 


[Text] Vienna, Jan 6 (AFP) -- The Soviet Union is building a gigantic diplomatic 
center, nicknamed Kleingamoskau (Little Moscow) by the press, which many believe wil! 
serve as a major new operational base for the KOR. The complex of a dozen buildings, 
which has not yet been completed, is a 10-minute drive from the United Nations office 
here, and covers 40,000 square metres (15,400 square feet) of former wasteland. 


This Soviet mini-city comprises 170 fully furnished apartments, conference halls, 

entertainment centres, a high-rise tower for offices, a school for 250 pupils and 

sports facilities. It has stiff security features, including closed-circuit tele- 
J 


vision cameras, and is surrounded by iron railings 2.5 metres (7.5 feet) high, curving 
outwards at the top. 


Soviet Ambassador Oleg Khlestov has explained to those astonished at its size that 
“we want to plan for the future and create a second home for diplomats and 
researchers." 


"We want to demonstrate the importance we attach to Vienna as the third bigcgest 
United Nations venue,” he added. 


There are about 1,000 Soviet diplomats and officials based in Vienna, and 20 percent 
are suspected by police here of being spies. Vienna, at the crossroads of Centra! 
Europe, is more than ever a nest of communist spies. They are co-ordinated by 
Section "D" of the KGB, which is particularly active in this capital, a natural 
bridge between East and West. Vienna is home to several UN agencies as well as 
others like the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), and is the venue for 
East-West talks on the reduction of conventional forces as well as the first port 

of call for thousands of East European refugees. Communist agents can operate with- 
out much danger in Vienna, which is after all only 45 km (30 miles) from the com 
munist bloc borders. 


Former Romanian spy Pavel Haiducu who defected to France after working for Bucharest's 
secret service for eight vears, told journalists: "Vienna was the easiest and least 
dangerous place for us to work as there was no problem in meeting our superior 
officers." 


The Austrian Supreme Court ruled on April 20, 1956 that the Stattspolizei (counter- 
intelligence service) should limit its operation to spies acting against Austrian 
interests -- a rare occurrence. Interior Minister Karl Blecha has publicly ad- 
mitted that he is powerless to act against foreign spies “unless we seal our 
frontiers, which is impossible for a tourist-oriented country like Austria.” 
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lext Stuttgart, 0 -- reign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher (FDP) 
c ressec is itist t ’ irty’s present situation. The former FDP leads 
sal t the traditiona eetin t the Liberals in Stuttgart today that he 
art ac ulled itse to nd 1d founc a new cohesion urder the leaders! 
. *. * 
‘ts ew ia2iTtman, fart ince. ° “we are full of enerev,. very active, anc 
: united. enscher emphaticall rejected speculation that there was rivalr 
[wee ir ¢ Banger 
‘ wer r iewed rei t tively for 1985 and said that the ses 
st- est re J = J > te 49 te s« The L.S.-Soviet Summit "eet ings wi 
eni ew prospe entia sroeress had been achieved in inner-German re 
it $ regarding cooperat in in the humanitarian area. enscher once again 
Ke iu us | n the troversia .5. SDI program and warned against premature 
43 issessments. He ce re rted emphatically the obiective of 5.> 
- et nezotiat ms reve i rms race in space and to end it irtt 
, n Coalition 
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unnecessat strain on the ernment’s work. 
his is all the more regrettabl« ince the Federal Government, at the start of the 
new vear, i ible to nt t utstar ne successes in all areas of politics. The 
government successes are bein ippreciated by a growing majority of the population. 
Kohl asked the FOP leadersh t state clearly what thev want for the future. “TIT! 
thev want sint succes n slit with the CDU/CSU then this success will only be 
ssible in trustful operation [Ihe attempt to score points at the expense of 
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REFNS DEPUTY OUESTION AYMENTS TO ALLIES 
SJ61205 Hambure DI SPTLUGEI n German 6 Jan 86 pp 24-25 
[Unattributed report: "The ustees”™ 
fext| Year after year the Bundestag must allot more money for allied soldiers 
eriin — currentiv D™1.4 li : 
reens Deputy Hubert Kleinert asked the following question at the German Bundestag 
sndget committee sessi ‘What al t Chapter 35027" Members of the established 
marties fell int embarrassed lence; the Greens representative had touched on a 
tab for decades, Individual lan 35 ("oc upation costs”), especially Chapter 
5502, has been handled bv a with extraordinary discretion and adopted without 
lebate or comment. 
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Kleinert did not vant to comply with the request of his colleagues to follow that 
tradition. He inquired at the Finance Ministry by phone without receiving a con- 
crete answer. After insisting on information, the Creeny representative was told 
“most confidentially” by a representative of the ministry that the allies did not 
want “written material on the use of the means to be circulated.” 





Budget expert Kleinert experienced the same in 1983 when the 1984 budget was dis- 
cussed; he experienced it again in past months when parliament dealt with the 198 
federal budget. Chapter 3502 on “occupation costs and expenditures in Berlin” con- 
tains only general data, but no details on the use of means. The -- current — 
payment of 0M1.384 billion for the 10,000 U.S., British, and French soldiers in 
West Berlin and for German personnel! is “based on allied budget figures.” it is sald 
officially. 


Control of the expenditures works as follows: Once a year, when the new federal 
budget is established, Finance Ministry officials go to the allied city commanders 
in Berlin. There they receive the announcement about how much money the “trustees” 
(as U.S. Secretary of State George Shultz calls allied soldiers in Berlin) need. 
Criticism that increases of 7-8 percent are considerable compared with other federal 
budget positions is usually noted by the generals or their advisers without emotion. 


A Bonn official remembers that occasionally they agree benevolentiy to a “cut of 
some DM10O million.” Open criticism of generous spending was always countered with 
the remark that the status of Berlin is involved and that it should not be changed. 


This is exactly what Kleinert does not want to accept any more. As a deputy who 
pays attention to the democratic tradition of the parliamentary control, he wants to 
know what the money is being spent on. His doggedness has scored him initial 
successes in the meantime -- increasing the presumption that 40 years after the war's 
end the allies in Berlin are less concerned about their status than about privileges 
they had lost long ago in West Germany. 


It turned out now that mathematically there is one German civilian emplovee for 
every occupation soldier in West Berlin; about 10,000 men and women are employed by 
the allies. Every British officer, for example, may employ one house servant at 
the expense of the Cerman taxpayer. 


The British do not only live like their U.S. and French comrades without paying 
rent; they also have horses and stables free of charge. A status question? 


The federal auditors who check every mark spent outside Berlin, are not permitted 
to check Individual Plan 35; they must accept the expenditures -- such as: 


This year the German state cashbox will have to pay for the purchase of furniture 
for DM28 million, for the purchase and maintenance of vehicles costing DM35 million, 
for office material worth DM14 million, and for the construction of new apartments 
for allied occupation members and/or friends in Berlin costing DM&2 million. 


The Americans have announced new demands. Until 1987 they want to rent 450 additional 
flats for their soldiers. The foreign post allowance, currently DM1L10 million, for 
the protective powers is supposed to be increased “shortly;" im the FRG, no such 
payment has been available from the federal cashbox for a long time. 
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The allies let the CDR participate in the moneiarw blessings coming from Bonn. The 
increase of means for “transportation” from DM65 million to DM76 million in the past 
2 years is simply explained by the city commanders that the CDR has “drastically, 
increased” fares. 


With his dogged demand for a “bit of more clarity” in cennection with Chapter 35C?, 
Kleinert in the meantime has found allies in all political camps -- although secretiv. 
However, speeches behind closed doors do not help any more: “Consequences must be 
drawn eventually if budget procedures should be more than a democratic fig leaf.” 


The three city commanders in West Berlin must not fear Kleinert's challenge. The 
Greens critic will quit the Bundestag in the middle of this month. 


REPORTS ON REeSETTLEMENT OF GERMANS FROM EAST EUROPE 





CDU Politician’s Report 
LDO31640 Hamburg DPA in Cerman 1355 CMT 3 Jan 86 


[Text] Bonn, 3 Jan (DPA) -- Herbert Hupka, the CDU politician with a special in- 
terest in exiles, estimates the number of Cermans living in Fastern bloc countries 
excluding the GDR at 3.5 million. As he wrote in the CDU/CSU Press Service toda 
(Friday), about 600,000 of these want to leave for the West. Among the 2 million 
Germans in the Soviet Union, there are 100,000 who want to leave. Of the 2 million 
Germans in Poland, well over 200,000 have a desire to leave. Also, the majority of 
the 270,000 Germans in Romania wish to leave the country. In Hungary, according to 
Hupka, there are 220,000 Germans. 


By Hupka’s reckoning, about 39,000 Germans were able to come to the Federal Repub! iy 
from Warsaw Pact states last year. This was 2,500 more than in the previous vear. 
However, there were many visitors and tourists among the emigrants, who came to the 
Federal Republic with a visitor's visa and have staved here. 


Interior Ministry Statistics 





LD061455 Hamburg DPA in German 1211 GMT 6 Jan 86 


[Text] Bonn, 6 Jan (DPA) -- The number of German resettlers from eastern and 
southern East European countries that arrived ia the FRC in 1985 was much greater 
than in the previous 2 years, according to the Interior Ministry. The ministry an- 
nounced today that 38,968 resettlers arrived in the FRO last vear. In 1983 the 
number was nearly 38,000 and in 1984, about 36,500. Horst Waffenschmidt, parlia- 
mentary secretary of state at the Interior Ministry, appealed to the Soviet Union to 
be more generous when granting applications for exit visas. 


According to Waffenschmidt, the greatest worry is the resettlement of Germans from 
the Soviet Union. There were 913 resettlers in 1984, which was the lowest number of 
resettlers since 1971. This number was nearly halved again 1 st year. Since 1959, 
when federal statistics were begun, some 1.3 million resettlers heve arrived in the 
FRG from the states in east and southeast Europe, Waffenschmidt said. 


According to the provisional figures the resettlers came in 1985 from the following 
countries: Poland: 220,075; Romania, 14,924; Soviet Union, 460, Czechoslovakia, 
757, Hungary, 485; Yugoslavia 191; from other areas, 13; and Western foreign 
countries, 63. 
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PRESIDENT EXPECTS HOSTACES T0 BF RELEASF! 


— — — — 





LD062141 Paris Domestic Service in fren 


[Text] New Year wishes continued tw be 4e!iver 
turn of the press to present theirs to the ix 
dent Mitterrand raised the situation of the 
Mitterrand believes that Jean-Paul Kautfmaon, 
Marcal Fontaine will be released before t : 
them is still to remain very discreet. res 
regular contact with his Svrian counterpart 
thorny case. An emissary of the governmert 

the next few days to remove the last obsts 

came from Beirut today. 





MITTERRAND MEETS CHIRAC, WARNS PS ON COAL! 
LDO70012 Paris Domestic Service in Frenchi* 


[Text] The traditional New Year ceremonies 
Jacques Chirac and Francois Mitterrand exc! 
rotation of power will be effected with 
for the Republic. If there is a rotation, | 
head of state replied with a smile. 


This afternoon, receiving the wishes of the press, 
remark aimed notably at the leaders of the 5 
Socialist Party to take part in a coaliti 


ISRAELI ENVOY CALLS FOR CLOSURE OF PLO oFricrs 





AUO70924 Paris AFP in English 0919 OMT 7 Jan * 


[Text] Paris, Jan 7 (AFP) -- The Ierae!! orbs 
equated PLO leader Yasir ‘Arafat with bord! ine 
called for all PLO offices in Europe to 
Inter Radio, said that “Libva is not res: 


"Terrorism has been engendered by the "0, 
the PLO and its dissident factions: the 


Abu Nidal, the shadowy Palestine Liberat io: 1 
of Mr ‘Arafat, has been widely accused of misters 
December 27 at Rome and Vienna airports. 


“*Arafat and Abu Nidal are the same thine,” 
‘Arafat has so far not renounced terroricnr...! 
Tel Aviv, is an occupied territory.” 


Mr ‘Arafat in his “Cairo Declaration” last ww! 
outside the territories occupied by Israe|, but 
Palestinian armed struggle within ther. 


Mr Sofer said: “Certain European countries are mor 
than others. There are PLO offices everywhere | 
arms. It is high time that DCuropean soveroments 
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But he does not believe that the goverment will now be disrupted again by the contro- 
versies of 2 and 1/2 months ago: “Such serious threats must serve to strengthen the 
bonds between the political forces of the cajority, and with the opposition too. Some 
time after the Achille Lauro affair I had a conversation with [PCI Secretary General] 
Natta and | gained the impression that he largely understood rv motives. In anv case 
my opinions in this regard are the same as I had at the time of the Moro kidnapping.” 


However, the minister is still convinced that there is in our country “a certain degree 
of tolerance toward the centers of terrorism. Especialiv in Rome.” 


[Mieli] Is it thanks to this tolerance that Italy was left alone in past vears? 


[Spadolini] Assuming that we were left in peace in [former secret service chief] 
Miceli’s day (but I have my doubts about that), the same is mo lonmeer the case. There 
is no “sanctuarization” of the country that can be secured by eranting immunity to 
Palestinian extremists. Do you know why’ The PLO is in bedlam: it is in a very danger- 
ous state of confusion, as confivmed by the fact that Al-"Abbas is «till at laree and 
by the contradictory statements about hia released by representatives of ‘Arafet's 
organization. The authors of these attacks are completely uncontrolled and are answer- 
able to the factions that do not recognize the right of existence of the leraeli state, 
which they want to see destroyed. 


[Mieli] So what can be done? Our secret services do a0t seem equal to the situation. 


[Spadolini] For vears we have been trving to repair the damage done to the services by 
devastating influences starting with that of the P-2 [outlawed Masonic lodge]. It is 

a difficult battle which has, however, had the effect of clearing the services of the 
suspicions and reservations which at one time, | must say, seemed more than well 
founded. As for their efficiency, 1 should point owt that there is no secret service 
in the world able to tackle the terrorist threat on its own. Particularly international 
terrorism. The services alone are not enough: There must be a combination of measures, 
on the international plane too, within which to frame their activity. 


[Mieli] And yet one has the impression that the services are not efficient. That 
wnless intelligence were forthcoming from abroad.... 


[Spadolini] No, we do not depend entirely on foreign organizations. We have an 
independent intelligence network which was very good in the past. As for efficiency... 
the services are in a rebuilding phase. But let us look at the positive aspects too: 
They are no longer involved in political or business activities, as they vere wntil a 
few years ago. And they are well supervised by Parliament and the government. 


[Mieli] Some say that supervision can be paralyzing during a rebuilding phase. 
[Spadolini] I do not agree. Im the United States the degree of supervision is higher 
than here and vet the services function well enough. Furthermore, we democrats can 


only be in favor of monitoring. Even if it costs us. 


[Mieli] Let ws return tc the attack. What does it have in common with the Achille 
Lauro affair? 


[Spadolini] The following lesson can be learned from it: Our foreign policy cannot 
make us immune from this kind of action. Apart from that, | do not know enough about 


it yet. 
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[Mieli] In your opinion what would constitute a decisive step in the internationa! 
fight against this new kind of terrorisn’ 


[Spadolini] I have no doubt about this: the USSR's involwement. And it is possible. 
A few days ago a very significant event occurred: The UN Security Council passed a 
resolution condemning terrorism, for which the Soviet Union woted for the first time. 


(Mieli] But in February 1982, following President Pertini’s accusations on New Year's 
Eve, you spoke of the “international connections” of terrorism. Were you not perhaps 
@liluding to Soviet responsibilities in this field! 


[Spadolini] No, I was alluding not to the USSR but to the Middle Eastern command posts. 
These in turn had connections with the USSR but «2 distinction must be drawn: ‘Swria is« 
mot Bulgaria and the Muslin countries cannot be compared to those of the Warsaw Pact. 
To tell the truth, I have always had many doubts about the “Bulgarian commection” in 
the attack on the pope. 


{[Mieli] Do you mean that vou do not beliewe there is any inwolwement of Eastern ble 
countries in terrorist activities’ 


[Spadolini] Wo, there is proof of Czechoslovakia’s involwement, for instance, in the 
Feltrinelli group's activities. Sut that evidence stops in the early seventies. 


[Mieli] When did things begin to change’ 


[Spadolini] After 1978 there was definitely a new awareness both in the Western world 
and in the Eastern bloc of the complexity of the danger connected with internat tonal 
terrorism or even just violence. I belleve that the present very serious deteriorat tow 
of the situation in the Mediterranean or the Middle East could prompt the superpowers 
to seek shared ground and even grounds for cooperation in the struggle against inter- 
national terrorism. This is why I described as most important the UN Security Counci! 
vote, which also embodied a commitment to adopt “urgently all measures for hostages" 
release.” How useful it would have been if such a vote, with a similar convergence, had 
occurred at the time of the kidnapping of the U.S. diplomats in Tehran. 


[Mieli] Wave there recently been any instances of cooperation between Eastern bloc and 
Our own secret services? 


[Spadolini] No. But this cannot be ruled owt in the future. 


[Mieli] What could prompt the USSR to cooperate with the West in the struggle against 
terrorien’ 


[Spadolini] Do not forget the killing of the Soviet diplomat in Lebanon. And the 
Islamic extremists’ threat, which is addressed to them too. Moreover, | believe the 
same as Voltaire: Russia is Europe. 


ANDREOTTI RECEIVES LETTER FROM TUNISIAN MINISTER 








AUO 30846 Rome ANSA in Fngl'sh 0845 GMT 3 Jan 86 


[Text] (ANSA) Rome, January 3} — Italian Poreign Minister Giulio Andreotti received a 
letter of condolences from Tunisian Foreign Minister Beji Caid for the terrorist attack 
at Rome's Fiumicino Airport last Friday, sources said here. The letter, which was dated 
December 30, observed that the attack “can in no way help the cause of the Palestinian 


people.” 
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VATICAN DENOUNCES ‘CODFATHERS’ OF TERRORIS™ 


A ” I Rw, ANS 4 if t- 14 19 wr a we 
Tex? ANSA) Vatican, Jiouwary 4 = "ss tere 
" ’ : ex? iosion ' Tare m™ tre “art 
tTr.aeces mit wainet the Privilesed w J 
expresel ‘T t ert air mH wve au* ri | es i? J 
inkeat with esvetern wer, ‘ 4 Be J ae ° 
> rr. 
>. ‘ i« “seeea re + F ‘ imr ome . rei 
ire often irried out > lesperate acdois ent 4 < ' 
aaps but they aTé “ier Div exioite _ “inte 


rerrorien, the article continued 


hese nowveaux riches exploit this rar Pe rat 














VII. 7 Jan 86 PORTUGAL “1 


PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES SOARES, ZENHA DEBATE 





LDO032256 Lisbon International Service in Portuevese 1200 CMT 3 Jan 86 


{Text} The series of televised debates between the main presidential candidates con- 
tinued yesterday with a face-to-face confrontation between Mario Soares and Salgado 
Zepha. They JjJebated their respective stands vis-a-vis the Portuguese Communist Party 
[PCP], their political records, and the political program of a third candidate, Freitas 
do Amaral. 


Mario Soares referred on a number of occasions to the support given to Salgado Zenha 

by the PCP, stressing that the Communists’ support compromises him gravely. There must 
not be a repeat of 1975 in Portugal, Mario Soares stated, recalling the violence in 

the streets and the climate of destruction during the so-called Goncalvist period. 


To this Salgado Zenha replied by quoting a statement made by Mario Soares in 1977 to 
the effect: "I am not asking the Communists for their votes, but I am not rejecting 
their votes either. Zenha accused Soares of refusing to engage in anv kind of dis- 
cussion or have any kind of contacts with the Communists, and of launching into dia 
tribes against them, instead of attacking the political blueprint of Frietas do Amaral. 
Mario Soares, for his part, emphasized the need for government stability which, he said, 
could not be attained if Zenha were to be elected with the PCP's support. 


Another topic discussed was that of revising the Constitution. Salgado Zenha maintained 
that any changes to the Constitution must stem from a consensus among the parliamentary 
parties, and that it does not behoove the president of the Republic to put forth any pro- 
posed amendments. Mario Soares, on the other hand, said that he favors a number of 
amendments, particularly one which would make the nationalizations irreversible and, 
with regard to the elect. ral system, one which would render the members of parliament 
more accountable to the electorate. 


MACAO GOVERNOR TO RESIGN BEFORE ELECTIONS 





HKO21334 Hong Kong AFP in English 1302 GMT 2 Jan 86 


[Text] Macao, Jan 2 (AFP) — The governor of this tiny Lisbon-ruled South China enclave 
is to step down before Portuguese presidential elections schedules for January 26, it 
was announced here today. 


The Macao Government Press Office said that Portuguese President Ramalho Eanes would 
accept the resignation of Governor Vasco Almeida e Costa, whom he appointed 4 and 1/2 


years ago. 


Rear Admiral Almeida e Costa recently announced his support for presidential candidate 
Salgado Zenha who is also backed by General Eanes. 





CAR STOLEN BY SUSPECTED ABU NIDAL MEN FOUND 





LD061848 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 1800 GMT 6 Jan 86 


[Text] A source at the Aliens Department of the Ministry of Internal Administration 

has told the NOTICIAS DE PORTUGAL news agency that a car stolen in Oporto by suspected 
members of the Abu Nidal extremist Palestinian group has been found in Lisbon. Offical 
sources suspect that the car, which was found abandoned, may have been used by three 
alleged terrorists believed to have entered the country through the northern border using 
Moroccan passports. The PLO representative in Portugal has confirmed that he had alerted 
the authorities to the possible presence in the country of extremistis of the Abu Nidal 


group. 








GONZALEZ, CARRINCTON HOLD PRESS CONFERENCE 





LD040045 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1525 GMT 3 Jan 86 


[Joint press conference held by Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez and NATO Secretary 
General Lord Carrington at Moncloa Palace in Madrid with questions from various 
journalists -- Carrington in English with simultaneous translation into Spanish -- 
live] 


[Excerpts] [Gonzalez] Lord Carrington. I would like to welcome you. This has been 
an official visit decided upon by the Spanish Government within the process of the 
normalization of our relations. As you know, Lord Carrington hes had meetings with 
the minister of foreign affairs, the defense minister, and with me. We talked exten- 
sively about Spain's situation in the alliance and about the overall situation of the 
Atlantic alliance. All of you present know the status on an internal level, the 
decision made by the Spanish Government in October 1984 [during the national debate 
when Gonzalez outlined Spain's security policy in a 10-point program known as the 
“decalogue”], and that a recerendum will be held sometime during the first 10 or 15 days 
of March, according to the government's estimate. Consequently, we have reviewed all 
of these issues and our guest is perhaps the best person to whom you can address your 
questions. I will now repeat our welcome to him and our thanks for his accepting our 
invitation to visit Spain and exchange views on subjects of extreme interest to us. 
Lord Carrington will, therefore, now speak, making a brief introduction, after which 
the press conference will follow: 


[Carrington] First of all [words indistinct]. The English have enormous virtues, 

but the gift of languages is not one of them. I last visited Spain very shortly before 
I assumed the post of secretary general and, naturally, it is very agreeable to visit 
now in my official capacity. [Words indistinct] Obviously, (?the major) event that 
took place [words indistinct] last year is Spain's membership in the Community, the 
European Community, and this makes it a rather special new year. It is one that 
appears to me to be full of promise, not just for Spain, but for Europe as a whole, 
because Spain enters the Community as one of its larger member states. No one doubts 
that it has a large contribution to make. This is true economically and politically, 
and equally true, I'm certain, insofar as European security is concerned. The Community 
is not an alliance, but a partnership and one worth joining and certainly one worth 
defending. The alliance also is a partnership based upon the belief that the 
democracies on both sides of the North Atlantic have their main interests in common 
and san best defend those interests by working together. That is what the allies are 
attempting to do by maintaining collectively sufficient counterweight to Soviet military 
power; sufficient without béing excessive because ours is a defensive alliance that is 
never intended to be the first to resort to arms. That is what we are trying to do 
politically, by working for a more constructive relationship with the Soviet Union and 
the countries of Eastern Europe and for radical measures of disarmament, particularly 
in the nuclear field. The fact that all this has been done, and is being done, within 
a multilateral framework where decisions are made collectively and by consensus, has 
been of enormous significance for Europe's development since the war. 


The countries of Europe were politically, economically, and militarily exhausted, and 
in some cases devastated (7in the postwar years) and very much depended in the first 
place on the United States [words indistinct]. Obviously, the United States continues 
to be an essential element to the whole panorama. It is also much more powerful than 
any individual member of the alliance or any European ally could be, but the European 
side of this panorama has been transformed and has enjoyed 4 decades of peace and 
growing prosperity. The democratic structure of the alliance has been sufficiently 
flexible to adapt itself to this transformation and to do so to a degree that the 
European allies, within the integrated military structure, provide most of the forces 
which are ready in Europe to guarantee our common defense. The Europeans also carry 
considerable political weight in alliance meetings and also in a more general way in 
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East-West diplomacy. This is how it should be. 


But, it was not inevitable that things should have turned out like this because you 
often can do everything possible to establish the right institutions, but a successful 
partnership, a successful alliance does not depend so much upon legislation or upon 
treaties as upon day-to-day cooperation between the countries that share values and 
objectives. As a European and as a politician -- albeit a politician who is in retire- 
ment for the time being -- who has had much to do with the Community and the alliance, 

I do not have the slightest doubt that the common objectives and shared values do indeed 
exist. My task is to help promote them. While we undoubtedly had a good year in 1985, 
there is much work ahead of us in 1986 in what promises to be a very active period of 
East-West negotiations. 


Prime Minister, I see no reason why we, in the Western world, whould not be able to 
face the future with great optimisn. 


[Gonzalez] Go ahead. 


[Question] What is your view of Spain's policy on this specific matter of the referen- 
dum? What do you think about the calling of the referendum to which the prime minister 
has referred? 


[Carrington] Well, before I answer any of those questions I should, perhaps, make it 
perfectly clear that what you do in Spain is a matter which depends on the Spaniards 
and does not depend either on NATO or on any of the other NATO countries. You have to 
make your own decision regarding whether or not you are going to remain in NATO. The 
decision to hold a referendum is the decision of the government and has nothing to do 
with NATO. 


[Question] What would the repercussions be for NATO if Spain pulled out of the 
alliance? Jeremy Harris for the BBC. 





[Carrington] I think that Spain is a very important part of the Atlantic alliance and 
in particular I believe that it also forms a very important part of the European part 
of the allia.ce. If you look at Spain's position geographically you will understand 
the important role which Spain would play in the event deterrence fails and there is a 
war in Western Europe and in the event the Europeans and Americans were defeated. I 
believe that Spain would share the successes or failures of the rest of Europe and, 
therefore, for us in Europe -- and I am speaking to you as a European -- I believe 
that Spain forms an integral part of Western Europe and also an integral part of all 
our plans. You, the Spaniards, are the ones who have to decide whether or not you 
want to remain in NATO, but certainly from the point of view of your European allies, 
it would be a serious weakening of the alliance if you withdrew. 


[Question] Mr Prime Minister Gonzalez, if you did not have an election mandate, and 
if at the last congress of the Socialist Party approval had not been given to a 
resolution calling for a referendum, would you have called a referendum? 


[Gonzalez] In politics that is called a “historic preferable” and it is relatively 
easy to talk about it. There is an election promise and since there is I believe that 
the reasonable thing to do is to fulfill it. If you are asking me to turn back the 
clock of time, I would be in exactly the same position that | am now and this being so 
I cannot give you an exact answer. Probably, if the conditions had been different -- 
and since I do not want to be guilty of giving an answer which was not true -- I do 
not want to say to you that I would not have changed my position. Maybe I would not 
have committed us to the position which we now hold, but obviously the commitment has 


been made. 
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[Question] I should like to ask Mr Gonzalez the following: On several occasions you 
have said that if you lose the referendum you will act in accordance with this and will 
feel bound by it. What exactly does this mean? Would you eventually ask to withdraw 
from the Atlantic alliance? 


[Gonzalez] I shall once again repeat the fact that if the majority of our people, a 
possibility which | am not contemplating, believe that the national interest was not 
best detended by being in the alliance, the government would naturally agree with that 
majority. The government would agree and would act in accordance with the majority of 
the people. Therefore, if the majority of the peop’. do not want to be in the 
4lliance and believe that our interest is not being defended, the government could not 
keep Spain in the alliance. This is obvious in a democracy. 


[Question] In the past few days especially, and in some of the interviews with the 
prime ministers of European countries, there has been talk of a certain connection 
between Spain's continued NATO membership and entry into the Common Market. I should 
like to ask Prime Minister Gonzalez, again on a hypothetical level -- because this is 
a possible hypothesis now that a referendum is being contemplated -- if withdrawal from 
NATO were decided in the referendum, would this mean a hard blow to our entry into the 
Common Market or possibly even withdrawal? 


[Gonzalez] On many ovcasions I have said that there is no formal, legal connection 
between the EEC and the alliance. However, | have also said on many occasions that I 
believe that there is a logical link between sharing the fate of a large part of 
Western Europe in economic, political, social, and cultural matters and sharing it too 
in security matters. Therefore, Spain has to accept its share of responsibility in 
the collective security. This is the reasoning which | have reiterated on many 
occasions. To ponder a hypothesis which one is not considering, other than to exclude 
it, is not politically rational. 


What would be the consequences of the referendum result not agreeing with the govern- 
ment’s position? This is a purely speculative hypothesis if you are sure you are going 
to win the referendum. But, even accepting this speculation, I believe that obviously 
our Community partners would not be happy about a country which is a member of the 
Community and a member of the alliance leaving the alliance, thereby not accepting 
responsibility for security matters, yet participating in or accepting responsibility 
for economic, political, social, and cultural matters. This is an obvious answer. 


Once again I shall repeat that for our European partners in the Community and the 
alliance: Spain's membership in the two institutions is, in my opinion, something 
which is extremely positive. One cannot view as negative [as heard] withdrawal from 
one of the two institutions in question, it would be viewed negatively. I do not 
think that it would mean the breakup of the Common Market, but it would be a profound 
negative element. 


[Question] Lord Carrington, considering your respectful position of not interfering 

in and of respecting internal Spanish political decisions made by political forces in 
Spain, you surely find yourself faced with a rather curious situation regarding the 
NATO referendum. The fact that that section of the Spanish populace which should in 
theory be most pro-Atlantic is in fact represented by political forces which, paradoxi- 
cal as it may seem, are announcing an intention to abstain in the referendum. So | 
should like to ask you whether, alongside your respect for and noninterference in 
Spanish internal affairs, you intend to make any kind of gesture -- prehaps in a 
merely friendly or private way -- so as to try to convince these abstaining conserva- 
tives that they should show more unity. 


[Carrington] This is a question which I must employ the utmost caution in answering. 
So let me go back to what I was saying at the beginning. It is not for me to applaud 
or to criticize what anyone wants to do in Spain. That is Spain's affair. 
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All I can do is tell you how I see the situation as secretary general and specifically 
as a furopean. The most important thing we think and which is felt by Western Europe 
is that you should remain a member of NATO. But it is you who have to decide on this. 
All we can do is view this from outside and see those things which we think are in 
accord with the interests of the rest of the alliance and which we think accord with 
your interests too. 


[Question] Lord Carrington, I should like to put the following to you: Clearly you 
are not speaking here forthe other 15 countries in the alliance but undoubtedly the job 
you hold provides you with a certain ability and certain knowledge, and so as Spaniar is 
we would very much like to know whether, with the referendum coming up, it is really 
possible for Spain to choose "a la carte” within the alliance. From what you have said 
here it would seem that such a thing is indeed possible, that this country might cemain 
without nuclear weapons -- as is desired by all political groups in parliament -- and 
also, for the moment at least, that it might not have to be integrated into the 
alliance’s military command structure, given that cooperation in all other spheres is 
assured. Are we justified in entertaining such feelings or not? Or is it that the 
alliance aims to have Spain integrated into its commands and to have it keep the nuclear 
option open for the future? 


And in this context I should like to ask the prime minister whether, in posing the 
referendum, he somehow intends to bolt the door on integration into the military 
structure for all time or whether that is an option which will remain open -- as would 
also apply, perhaps, to acceptance of nuclear weapons -- for the Congress of Deputies 
to decide about sometime in the future. Thank you. 


[Carrington] Yes, it is very possible for Spain to go “a la carte", for as I have said 
there are others who go “a la carte” and that is perfectly understandable. But as I 
have said, this also depends on decisions made by the rest of the countries about how 
things should be done. When someone goes to a restaurant and orders “a la carte” this 
of course poses more problems for the chef than if someone simply orders from the set 
menu. And in a certain respect it is here that I am the chef and so I prefer people 
to have the set menu, though I very well understand those who prefer to eat "a la carte”. 





[Gonzalez, first few words indistinct due to interruption by journalist].. What 
decisions there might be in the future, however much people might want it, this kind 

of linkage is totally impossible. And it seems to me that that should be completely 
obvious. For if at a given moment the Spanish parliament makes a unanimous decision not 
to have nuclear weapons in Spain and then at a later point there is a majority in 
parliament or a unanimous decision for admitting the presence of nuclear weapons, then 
how can anyone bolt the door in the way the question suggests? Under rules of demo- 
cracy there is no method of doing that. And there is even less chance under other 
systems, of course. But democracy knows no method of applying a bolt to the future. 

If the correlation between the political forces in a country changes and the program 

of the winning group includes plans backed by a majority of the people then the winning 
side is quite legitimately entitled to pursue such plans, quite irrespective of what 
the previous correlation between the political groups may have been. This is something 
absolutely elementary that has nothing to do with the wishes of any individual political 
grouping. In my view no one can ever impose conditions on the future of any nation. 
Such a thing cannot be done through any device whatsoever, includiig a referendum, 
among other reasons because, as you know, a referendum is not binding constitutionally, 
and so no political grouping has any duty to change its own convictions or its programs 
just because a section of the population holds a certain opinion. I recognize that 
this is so basic that it hardly needs repeating. But the Spanish Government's position 
is well defined. And what I am aiming to do is not to choose my own “a la carte” menu 
but rather to define Spain's interests and Spain's responsibility in the collective 
security of the West. Naturally I intend to reach this definition through dialogue with 
the countries, a dialogue which preserves one of the basic elements in the alliance, that of 
Spanish sovereignty. 
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[Question] [Words indistinct] has (?replied on the question of) nuclear weapons, but 
I made reference also to the command structure. 


[Gonzalez] I replied to both aspects of course. But imagine the following: That 

this government holds to its decision of not integrating into the alliance's command 
structure and therefore of defining its manner of participating in collective security 
through a device which does not include the command structure. And then imagine that in 
5 years’ time -- or maybe 10 years, but not in 100 -- there is another government in 
power, enjoying a majority of the popular will, which has in its program a decision to 
integrate intc the command structure. Could you please teli me by what devices -- 
because if I could find one I might well make use of it -- I could prevent such a 
decision being supported by a majority of the people? Because I know no device for 
locking the door on that possibility for the year 1990 or the year 2000. Quite frankiy, 
it seems to me that discussion on this point has reached the point of being meaningless. 





[Question] Lord Carrington, apart from this press conference and this visit, what can 
the Atlantic alliance do to help the prime minister and the government to win in the 
referendum; what is it going to do to carry the referendum? And secondly... 


[Gonzalez, interrupting] Of course we are going to wir it. 


[Question] I'll get to my question to you, Mr Prime Minister,in a moment. Sut, you, 
Lord Carrington who have had much experience in such an important matter as Cibraltar 
during your earlier political career in the United Kingdom, how do you see Spain's 
being or not being in NATO affecting the negotiations, or talks, between Spain and 
Britain on Gibraltar? And then a question or two for the prime minister: What do you 
believe Lord Carrington and NATO can do to help you win the referendum? Secondly, do 
you not think you might be displaying a certain lack of political prudence or a certain 
overconfidence in the statement you made before when you said you had no doubt or that 
you did not envisage the possibility that the referendum might not be won? Do you not 
think it is rash in political terms to fail to comtemplate all possibilities? 


[Carrington] Let me say again that I think that the referendum is a matter for the 
Spanish Government, the Spanish people, for Spain. I believe that what I should be 
doing, and what the other governments of the NATO countries should be doing, is putting 
across the importance, as they see it, that they attribute to Spain's being a member 
of NATO. But I believe that to go further than that would amount to interference in 
Spain's internal affairs and as such I believe that that would not be right. As for 
Gibraltar, that is clearey a matter between the British and Spanish Governments, and 
although I happen to be speaking English here, the fact is that I am an international 
official. And so I do not want to get involved in that specific problem, other than 
to say that from NATO's point of view there is no problem where Gibraltar is concerned. 
That is to say that I do not see any problem that cannot be resolved. More than that, 
I see no problem where Gibraltar is concerned if you are not going to become a par. 

of the military structure. And if at some future time you decide to join the military 
structure then undoubtedly solutions could be found which would be perfectly acceptable 
for NATO, for Spain, and for Britain. 


[Gonzalez] My reply, naturally, follows on the statement made by Lord Carrington. 
How can the others help us? Well, I do not see any way they can. I do not see how the 
rest of the allies can help us. It seems reasonable to me to imagine that the other 
members of the alliance would rather have Spain remain in the alliance than leave it. 
So...Germany, or France, or Italy, or Britain, or Denmark, or any other member of the 
alliance, would obviously prefer to have Spain in. What can they do to help Spain 
remain in the alliance? I do not believe there is any device by which they can give 


such help. 
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The simple fact of the matter is what the alliance is known for would probably be 
sufficient in itself, and the reality of what the alliance is, is of course made up of 
those people possessing certain characteristics which lend themselves to comparison 
with other people who do not form part of the alliance. 


Beyond that, I telieve there is something to be said for what can be called the exen- 
plary nature they embody in their coexistence in freedom and peace and in their level 
of development. But beyond all of that I do not believe there is any other device. 


Secondly, there is a principle in politics which is fairly elementary: one works on 
the hypothesis easiest to test. And to the extent that one works on hypotheses which 
are not verifiable or not desirable one reduces the possibilities for the more 
verifiable hypothesis. Therefore, no one commits such a stupid mistake. Why, there- 
fore, should I commit such a mistake? I am reasonably sure the referendum will be 
won. Absolute certainty would be impossible other than for those who organized refer- 
enda in times gone by. So I am not absolutely certain, but I believe that the Spanish 
people will reasonably lean toward the defense of national interests, whick interests 
I sec -- though in this | respect other views -- as being better able to be defended 
inside the alliance. And it is on such a working hypothesis that I am acting. To 
operate on different working hypotheses is for others, and | respect that, but since I 
do not share them, it is not for me to promote them or to give them public airing. 


Yes, yes, it is one thing to consider all the possibilities. But it is another thing 
to (?be constantly under public attack) from those who hold that the best thing for 
Spain is to keep the position we currently occupy inside the alliance. This amounts 
to political stupidity and in this sense | am waiting patiently while they continue to 
say that my position is ambiguous, when it is not. I shall abide by the outcome of 
the expression of the popular will, (?which is sufficient for deciding). And I 

believe that the outcome of the expression of the popular will wil] be the result which the 
government has adopted as its own position for the defense of Spain's interests. 
Everything else, believe me, amounts actually to working against the position one has 
been maintaining and that is something that cannot be asked of any politician. 


[Question] Mr Prime Minister, Jose Luis Gutierrez of DIARIO 16. Mr Prime Minister, 
what does “the majority of the Spanish people” mean? Were you talking in terms of a 
percentage or in quantitative terms when you said previously that you would take into 
account the view of the majority of the Spanish people? That is my first quest ion. 
Secondly, do you not feel that you are not bound by your promise to hold a referendum 
when you consider that when you suggested it, when you made that promise, you did so 
for an end which is diametrically opposed to the one which you now pursue, which is 
that Spain should remain in NATO, whereas to begin with the offer of a referendum was 
made in order for Spain to withdraw from the Atlantic alliance? Thank you. 


[Gonzalez] Regarding the first question the majority is naturally understood in the 
normal or reasonable way: the majority of the people who participate in the referendun. 
I would of course face a very serious problem if participation were some 10 percent, 
bearing in mind the fact that we have 46 or 48 percent of the vote. It would there- 
fore create a problem for me, but the majority has to be understood in the terms in 
which it is normally understood, that is, of those who participate. With regard to 

the referendum I do feel myself bound by it. I shall refer to the party's election 
manifesto and even to the reflection made prior to the party's election manifesto. In 
the manifesto there is no position on whether or not there is to be a referendum on 

the alliance. You are probably talking about an earlier time when we did not want Calvo- 
Sotelo to sign the Washington Treaty. But you are asking me what is the position of 
the party which is set out in an election manifesto, which is offered to the electorate, 
and this position is one of consultation on whether the Spanish people believe that we 
should or should not remain in the alliance without any position being taken regarding 
the result of the referendum or the party's thinking on it. Therefore, I do not feel 
that I am not bound by it. 
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You already know my position regarding the referendum. I believe that the calling of 
the referendum affects the credibility of the functioning of the institutions. 


There are those who say that it is a problem of the Socialist Party or the government, 
and without a doubt it is a problem of the Socialist Party and the government, but ! 
believe that it is also a national problem, that ‘t is a problem of the state, if 
some situations can be decribed as such. If anyone could interpret the change of 
position by the Socialist Party, he would have to do so precisely in terms of the 
interests of the state or the national interest, something which it would not be 
difficult to interpret if it happens the other way around regarding the position on 
the reterendun. 


[Question] Lord Carrington, Miguel Angel Aguilar of the Association of European 
jourralists. In the first place | should like to ask whether you could confirm to 

me that it is true that Gorbachev has warned very strongly against helping the Spanish 
referendum, thinking that it could only induce division and ill-will in the ranks of 
the Warsaw Pact, since a consultation of this sort could not be held on the other 

side? Then I should like to put two more questions to you. The first: In your intro- 
duction you referred to the shared values and objectives. I take it you mean democrat ic 
values and freedoms. Does this concept aiso include Turkey’? The second question is: 
In your reply on Gibraltar you were very delicate, but the Lisbon Declaration on 
Spanish-British negotiations on Gibraltar carries your signature. Do you think 

that the alliance could play a role in support of the resolution of this dispute 

which is a serious stumbling block to an understanding between two allies such as 
Spain and Great Britain? 


[Carrington] Well, if Mr Gorbachev gave such a warning he may have done so to 

Mr Gonzalez, he certainly did not to me. Regarding the second question, Turkey, as 
you know, had a military government and over the past few years has been moving toward 
democracy, and I believe that it has progressed considerably in this direction. 
But, I believe that it is we who should do everything we can to help the Turks move 
along in this direction and I know that they do have some cons/i'erable problems. 
Regarding the third question, I believe that if the alliance is asked to help somehow 
to resolve the dispute between Spain and Great Britain over Gibraltar then I do not 
have the slightest doubt that all the countries of the alliance will do the best 
they can to see that this is so. I do not think that it would necessarily help if, 
however well-intentioned they were, third parties were to participate in bilateral 
negotiations between two nations. I believe that it would be better to wait until 


they were asked for help. 


[Question] My question is directed to the prime minister. 1 should like to know 
whether at any time during your talks with Lord Carrington you spoke about the problem 
of the exclusion of the alliance'’s guaranteeing the defense of the cities of Ceuta 

and Melilla, bearing in mind the fact that the future of these two cities is apparently 
a priority concern of Spain's defense policy? 


[Gonzalez] Yes, it is a subject which did arise in the talks. First, I should Like 

to say to you that Spain does not contemplate any possibility of conflict over 

Ceuta and Melilla. It is always the same. You will say “but, what if there were 

a situation of conflict?” In this case we would refer to Article 4 of tae Washington 
Treaty. There would be consultations between the allies if there were a situation 

of conflict, but I do not think there is any possibility of this. It is not politi- 

cally rational to think that there would be a conflict between Spain and Morocco over 

the cities of Ceuta and Melilla. 
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Carrington Ends Visit 
5i3 Madrid in Spanish to Europe 1400 GMT 4 Jan 86 


[Excerpt The king of Spain, Don Juan Carlos, has received NATO Secretary Ceneral Lord 
Carrineton at ZLarzuela Palace in Madrid. The royal audience for the leader of the 
Jestern defensive alliance, whe was accompanied by the Spanish foreign affairs minister 
and Spsin’s representative to NATO, lasted approximately an hour. 


Lord Carrington departed for Barajas Airport after the meeting, thus concluding his 
48-hour official visit to Spain. 


BUMB EXPLODES AT U.S. FIRM IN BASQUE REGION 


— — — — — 





+ 


1COS1047 Paris AFP in English 1033 GMT 5 Jan 86 


Text] Bilbaeo, Spain, Jan 5 (AFP) -- A small bomb exploded early today outside the U.S. 
firm Rank Merox, shortly after police dismantled a bomb aimed at the U.S. Minnesota 
Mining and Manufacturing Corporation here, authorities said. 


An anonymous calier notified police about both bombs beforehand, but no one immediately 
claimed responsibility for the devices. The bomb at the Xerox building shattered a 
window and started a fire that was quickly brought under control. 


Yesterday, police experts defused another bomb at a dealership of U.S. Ford car company 
in Oveido, farther west of here. 


The small Basque nationalist group Iraultza has claimed responsibility for a number of 
anti-U.S. attacks in the past. 
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CONTROVERSY OVER GREENLAND-SOVIET FISHING TALKS 





AUOS1515 Paris AFP in English 1434 GWT 5 Jan 86 


[Text] Nuuk, Greenland, Jan 5 (AFP) -- Creenland'’s fisheries representative lars fnil 
Johansen has said he will resign following criticism from Denmark over negotiations 
on Soviet fishing rights in Greenland. Mr Johansen, who met Soviet officials over 
breakfast at a Porth Atlantic Fishing Organization meeting in Cuba last month, said 
his resignation would be effective this summer, Greenland radio reported yesterday. 


Danish Foreign Ninister Uffe Ellemann-Jensen expressed concern last week over the 
mectings between Mr Johansen and Soviet officials in Cuba and Leningrad. Denmark was 
mot present although Greenland is a Danish dependency. 


Jonathan Motzfeldt, premier of Greenland since it obtained home rule in 1979, supported 
Mr Johansen's protest resignation saying: “After our withdrawal from the European 
Economic Community, we are free to decide with whom we will negotiate. It isour right.” 
Greenland withdrew last February. 


But Mr Ellemann-Jensen said the matter tell under the jurisdiction of foreign affairs, 
which remains Denmark's responsibility. Denmark is concerned that Moscow is seeking 
to establish a toe-hold on the strategically important island where the United States 
has several radar installations, including a major facility at Thule in the north of 
the island. 


Greenland wants to revive its seal skin trade, damaged by protests from environmental 
groups, by penetrating the Soviet market. 


FINLAND 


FOREIGN MINISTRY NOTE ON ORZEHOWSKI VISIT 





LDO31454 Helsinki Domestic Service in Finnish 1030 GMT 3 Jan 86 


{Text} The Finaish Embassy in Warsaw has corrected views expressed in Polish papers on 
the talks held during the visit to Finland by Polish Foreign Minister Marian Orzechowski. 
A mote sent to the embassies of various countries in Warsaw draws attention to the fact 
that no joint communique was drawn up during the foreign minister's visit. Some Polish 
papers have let it be understood that during the visit the views of the two countries 

on some international issues were found to be more or less identical. 








The Foreign Ministry states that an impression different from that agreed has been given 
to the visit. The reports have provoked inquiries to the Foreign Ministry, which is 
why the note is considered appropriate, the Foreign Ministry states. 


USSR'S ARKHIPOV TO ATTEND COMMISSION SESSION 
LDO22228 Helsinki Domestic Service in Finnish 1700 OMT 2? Jan 86 


[Text] Ivan Arkhipov, USSR Council of Ministers first deputy chairman, will arrive in 
Finland in 1 and 1/2 weeks to attend a meeting in Helsinki of the Finnish-Soviet 
economic cooperation commission. Arkhipov is the Soviet chairman, and Prime Minister 
Kalevi Sorea is the commission's Finnish chairman. Arkhipov's program during his 
4-day visit is still being prepared. 
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TA NEA DENOUNCES OFFICIAL U.S. ‘STATE TERRORIS™’ 





NOOS10O15 Nicosia TA NEA in Greek 5 Jan 8 p 3 
[From the “Positions” colum: "U.S. Terrorism Must Not Pass”! 


[Text] Despite the fact that the actions of the Palestinians are prompted by the 
desperation of a people who have been subjected to real enslavement for vears by the 
aggressive Zionist Israeli state and its tools, we continue to condem any opera- 
tions by Palestinians like those at the Rome and Vienna airports. Acts such as 
these victimize people who have absolutely no connection to the Palestinian cause. 


However, we cannot overlook the official state terror which the United States under 
Reagan is attempting to implement in order both to cover up Israeli crimes and to 
strike against a progressive Arab state like Libva. 


The Libyan Ge~ernment has condemmed the Rome and Vienna attacks in a document which 

it submitted to the United Nations. Yet the well-orchestrated U.S. propaganda sys- 

tem still attempts to present Libya as a haven for “terrorists” and the Libyan leader 
as an “international criminal!” At the same time, the U.S. 6th Fleet has provocatively 
sailed off toward Libya, and American wews agencies make advance announcements about 
“military reprisals!” 


We repeat that this is nothing but official state terrorism, which directly en- 
dangers international relations and makes small countries the victims of the super- 


powers. 


Over and beyond this, however, the stance of the U.S. Administration is nothing but 
unprecedented hypocrisy. This very same administration rejected the adoption of any 
measures against Israel for its massacre of thousands of Palestinians at the Sabra 
and Shatila camps; it continues to veto any UN Security Cowncil measures against the 
racist South African regime; it has supported the Ankara regime economically and 
militarily for 11 years; and it continues te cover up the ongoing Turkish crime 
against Cyprus and its people. 


KHARAVYI CRITICIZES U.S., UK ‘SLANDER’ OF UNESCO 





NCO51831 Nicosia KHARAVYI in Greek 5 Jan 86 p 3 
[From the "Views and Comments” colum: “Britain and UNESCO”) 


[Text] For very many reasons, Cyprus is grateful to UNESCO. Its contribution to 
the education and preservation of our country’s cultural heritage and to that of many 
developing countries is invaluable. A very recent expression of this UNESCO in- 
terest is to be found in the inclusion of Cypriot church frescoes in its world 
cultural heritage list. 


We are certain that this very same gratitude, perhaps even more so, is felt by many 
Third World countries where UNESCO helped to prepare educational programs, save 
their cultural heritage, and generally call attention to their culture, thus making 
it known to the whole world. 
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Saturally, there are those wery few who do not appreciate and do mot respect thi« 
considerable UNESOO comtribetion sand wt mdemmine it in every possible manner. 

are, for example, the United States aod Srit sin, which have both withdraw: [fr 
very important US organization end wh! w undermine UNESOO’s effort in ma lifter 
ways. After its withdrawal, Sritaio » moec that it would allocate the fu 
originally intended for UNESCO, approximately 6.4 mill ice sterling, te warlows other 
programs which obviously it will costro!. 

This is another example of the hypocri« and the antidemocratic epirit of th ritial 
rulers. of course, if Washington and Loadon were to enforce thet’ wiews and oriacir 
om UNESCO, everything would be fine and dandy. Because of the shift fm the bal cnc. 
power in the world, because of the inclusion im UNESOO of dorens of inde pends ot runt f 


which have their own views om various isewes, the situation in this internat ions! 
has become intolerable for the Amelo-\mericans. Despite reaction against their with- 
Grewal from the organization, even from within their ows countries, these tw tat. 
try to undermine and slander UNESCO's policy and work. 


UNESCO, however, will survive and wil! Minwe its creative and useful work. it will 
survive because it is supported bw the lowe and appreciation of dozens of countries snd 
peoples throughout the world which are erateful for ite histor! mtribation ¢ 


spiritual and cultural development. 


TURKISH CYPR-OT CUSTOMS UNION STANCE ATTACKED 





NC051703 Nicosia ELEVTHEROTIPIA in Greek 5 Jan 86 p 3 
[From the “Positions and Views” « lum: “Effrontery and Brarenn a 


[Text] In addition to everything else, the Turkish Cypriot chauvinist leaders ore ae 
brazen as they are shameless. In an effort to prove this, the vainglorious Eror 
climbed on his mud brick rostrum and “threatened” that what he describes as the 
“government of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus” will...take “countermeaeuree” if 
the Cyprus-EC customs union is concluded. 


In and of iteelf, however, this does sot reveal the entire magnitude of the sheme!l: 
ness and brazenness of the Turkish Cveriot leaders or of those whe manipulate their 
strings from abroad. What very clearly «; itomizes the apex of brazenness and 
pharisaical hypocrisy is the additional! statement byw Froglu that “the proposed Cyvprus-P 
customs union will lead the ongoing ‘comeultations’ (/) and initiatives of the rs 
secretary general into a deadlock.” 


The Turkish side (Ankara, Denktas, and company) sever let a single oppertunity pace to 
undermine and destroy every initiative and attempt made by the (United Nations to oromert. 
@& correct and just solution to the Cyprus isewe. And yet these very same people wh» 
undermine all of Perez de Cwellar'’s etiorts now have the brazenness to warn that... the 
UN initiative is being jeopardized “bv the Cyprus-—C customs union.” One can onl 
wonder: Is there any higher degree of effrontery or brazenness than that «vet emat i. stds 
demonstrated by the Turkish side’ 
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6TH FLEET FUEL SUPPLIER TO SERVICE USSR SHIPS 





WOO31916 Athens ATHENS NEWS in English 3 Jan 86 p 4 


[Text] Greek business tycoon Vardhis Vardhinoyiannis closed a deal to refuel 2,000 
Soviet vessels a year, according to a report in yesterday's Oreck press, while, 
according to the same report, he is megotiating a deal for a refinery with the Soviet 
Uiioa. 


The report ssid the contract to refwel the Sovie: vessels was signed four days ago 
following secret negotiations which lasted for nearly a year. 


The report said that the deal is of particular interest taking into consideration that 
Vardéhinoyiannic also supplies fwel for the ships of the American 6th Fleet in the 
Mediterranean. Also according to the report, the 2,000 Sowlet ships include merchant 
marine as well as ships of the Soviet navy. 


In return for supplying Soviet vessels with fuel, Vardhinoyiannis will be refueling his 
own ships in the Soviet Union. As Vardhinoyiannis’ fleet is nowhere as large as the 
Soviet one, the deal will weight heavily towards hia as the Soviets will settle the 
remainder of their accownt not in fwel but hard currency. 


The Soviet vessels will be refwelling either at the Crete port of Kalos Limenas, or at 
sea with the use of specially constructed refwelling tankers. The fwel will be produced 
by the Vardhinoyiannis refineries at Korinthos Motor O11, which produce 90,000 barrels 
a day, the report said. 
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PRIME MINISTER RETURNS FROM OFFICIAL VISIT TO IRAN 





TAO61756 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1700 GMT 6 Jan 86 


[Text] Prime Minister Turgut Ozal returned to Turkey today after completing his 
official visit to Irar. He was seen off at Mehrabad Airport near Tehran by Lranian 
Prime Minister Mir Hoseyn Musavi. The Iranian delegation that participated in the 
official Turkish-Iranian talks was also present at the farewell ceremony. 


Ozal was received at Esenboga Airport by State Minister and Deputy Prime Minister 
Kaya Erden. 


Views Results of Visit 
TAO70822 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 2100 GMT 6 Jan 86 


[Text] Prime Minister Turgut Ozal has said that the volume of trade between Turkey 

and Iran, which was just over $2.5 billion last year, will reach $3 billion in 1986. 

He added that substantive progress is expected to be achieved between the two countries 
soon on the issue of the construction of a second crude oil pipeline and a gas 
pipeline. 


In a statement at Ankara's Esenboga Airport today on his return from an official visit 
to Iran, Ozal said he held comprehensive talks with Iranian officials, primarily with 
Prime Minister Mir Hoseyn Musavi. 


Pointing out that the talks were held in a cordial atmosphere, he said that an agreement 
was reached on economic differences which emerged during State Minister Tinaz Titiz' 
earlier visit to Iran. Explaining that new opportunities for cooperation have been 
devised in the field of industry, he noted that certain industrial goods produced by 
Iran will be imported by Turkey, thus providing for the further diversification of 
bilateral trade. 


Ozal added that work has already begun to bridge as soon as possible the gap that exists 
between the two countries in the field of communications. He said that an opportunity 
has emerged for Turkey to launch a joint comminications satellite with Iran and 

Pakistan — all of them OECD member countries. 


He said that during his visit various foreign issues were also reviewed, mainly regarding 
the war between [ran and Iraq, as well as regional issues, the plight of the Turkish 
minority in Bulgaria, differences between Turkey and Greece, and the Afghan issue. 


Recalling that he has invited Musavi to visit Turkey, Ozal said he would be pleased to 
receive Majlis Speaker Rafsanjani in our country. He stressed that the establishment 

of an interparliamentary union between the two countries would contribute to the 

further strengthening of bilateral relations. He concluded by noting that the business- 
men who accompanied him achieved favorable results. 


COMMENTARY SAYS EVREN LACKS IMPARTIALITY 
NCO31045 Istanbul CUMHURIYET in Turkish 29 Dec 85 pp 1, 8 


[Unattributed commentary in “The Truth Behind the Events” column: “Only for the 
Sake of Comparison, Let There Be No Misunderstanding"] 


[Text] President Evren's televised speech at Kahramanmaras contained harsh remarks 
{[sert cizgiler]. 
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The honorable president speaks not as an impartial president, but as « 
individual, making accusations and apportioning blame. it cannot be 

has a unifying, cool, or calm approach to problems. Most of the time, in hi 
he creates the impression of a “party politican.™ When he finishes a speech, 
audience is left wondering. 


His Kahramanmaras speech raises the following point: Is it compatible + 
mental principles of the Constitution that the president of a seculur stat: 


verses from the Koran and give advice to his fellow countrymen! The president | 
known to be endeavoring to bring about 4 rapprochement between the Shi'ites and : 
However, the interpretation of Islamic issues using verses and chapters in the } 


is a matter for the head of religious affairs. Can the head of state do wha 
be done by the religious authorities? No other president in the history ot 
is known to have spoken like the honorable Evren. His speech at Kahramanma: 
introduced a new issue, and only God knows where this issue wil! lead. 


Another arguable point in the honorable Evren's speech is his comparison of tlh» 
members of the National Security Council to the five members of the UN Securit: 

It is a well-known fact that the United States, the Soviet Union, the PRC, Fran «, 
and the United Kingdom are the five permanment members of the li-member Securit 

and that they have the right of veto. They have the right to veto "he resolutions 
the Security Council. But how can the five members of the National Security Co ' 
that is, the honorable Nuretti Ersin, Tahsin Sahinkaya, Nejat Tumer, Sedat Cel. : 
and President Evren, be likened to the permanent members of the \“ Security | 
Sur ancestors used to say: “Let there be no misunderstanding ([tespihte hate 

There should be no offense in comparison.” But which member of the tormer ! 
Security Council is to be compared to which state? This is a question trequent 
asked by Evren's listeners. Such comparisons weaken the cause he seeks to dete 
than they strengthen it. 


The National Security Council disbanded political parties and decided on the nm 
formed political parties to participate in the elections. This is not demo rat 
Whether elections which are conducted in an undemocratic manner can be deseril» 
democratic is also debatable. Instead of comparing the five members of the 
Security Council to the five members of the UN Security Council, who represent |. 
large nations, it would have been much better to attribute their existence to tiv 
unavoidable conditions produced by the great storm we have weathered as a nati. 


There is not the least doubt that the honorable President Evren's speeches are 
good faith. But, unfortunately, these speeches introduce more and more questis 
into our present tense political atmosphere. Six years have elapsed since |o & 
1980. Is it not time we examined the issues in a calmer frame of mind? 


VOTCP SAYS U.S., ISRAEL PREPARING FOR WAR 





TAO51103 (Clandestine) Voice of the Turkish Communist Party in Turkish 990060) 


[Station commentary: "Preparations for New Plots by Imperialism and Zionis 
the Regional People") 


[Text] The situation in the Near East is extremely tense. New dangers that mi 
disastrous for the entire area are now emerging in addition to the terrorist op: 
by Israel -- which depends on the intensive support of the U.S. Administratio 
against the Palestinian people in the occupied territories, and in addition t 
unending attacks against Lebanon. We are talking about something that foes be 
imperialiem's and Israel's overt threats against Syria and Libya; we are talbi 


their intensive war preparations. 
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Using the terrorist incidents at Rome and Vienna airports as a pretext, Israeli Prime 
Minister Peres made incredible accusations against Libya and Syria, after which he began 
to deploy forces along the Syrian border. Israel's most modern Air Force and tank units 
have been put on alert. They are ready to attack at a moment's notice. Israel is 
quickly deploying additional troops in the region it occupies in southern Lebanon, a 
region it calls the security zone. 


Meanwhile, the United States is deploying its 6th Fleet ships in the Mediterranean off 
the Libyan coast. The special attack units aboard these ships are waiting for orders 
from the White House to act in what they call the fight against terrorism. The United 
States and Israel, which carry out state terrorism more overtly than any other state in 
the world, claim that terrorism is the reason they violate national and international 
laws. This time they are adding new pretexts to that of terrorism because it has been 
revealed that the latter is a (7?7lie). First, they claim that Syria has bought new 
missiles from the Soviets and that Syria will attack Israel at any minute with its 
SAM-8 and SAM-9 [as heard] missiles. Second, they claim that Libya is behind all ter- 
rorist operations in the world. Third, they say that Libya is preparing to attack its 
neighbors. Printing this imperialist propaganda, news agencies have been reporting 
mainly on these two Arab countries, especially Syria, during the past 2 days. These 
same news agencies allege that the United States and Israel are involved in legitimate 
preparations to defend themselves. 


Yes, dark clouds of war are gathering near our borders. The dimensions of the 
imperialist-Zionist plot are growing fast. This plot may endanger world peace as well, 
but first and foremost it is a concrete threat to the security of our country. 


U.S. imperialism, which is seeking world sovereignty, is taking new concrete steps 
toward using Israeli Zionism, the fascist regime in Turkey, and Arab reactionism as 
tools in its plans for the Near East. Let us remember what U.S. Under Secretary of 
State Schneider said in Istanbul. He clearly said that Turkey might be drawn into an 
intervention in the Near East, even if this is against its will. 


The heads of the regime in Turkey are making concession after concession to the Reagan 
administration in order to turn our country into a sword of U.S. imperialism and a 
shield for Israeli Zionism. In fact, this is being done at a time when the United 
States uses our lands arbitrarily and clearly against the neighboring Arab peoples. 


This course of events might push Turkey into a terrible disaster in the region. This 
is not a random guess but a real possibility. In fact, the circles that might want 

to see our country in the United States’ war chariot and among the {lames of a regional 
war are not few. Most of these circles are in the government today. 


The Turkish Communist Party [TCP] considers it its duty to warn our people of this 
concrete danger. The TCP is totally opposed to the conciliatory Camp David agreement, 
to the massacres perpetrated by Israel with its iron-fist policy, to the agreement 
between King Husayn and ‘Arafat, and to the presence of the 6th Fleet in the 
Mediterranean. Our party condemns the new plot being prepared against the Syrian 
people, who play a peaceful role in our region with their clearly anti-imperialist 
attitude. This plot is also against the Libyan people and against the brotherly Arab 


peoples. 


As stated in its Central Committee appeal dated 28 November 1985, the TCP believes 
that relations between Turkey and Israel must be severed until Israel totally with- 
draws from all the lands it has occupied since 1967. Agreements that enslave Turkey 
and make it dependent, such as the Defense Cooperation Agreement with the United 
States, must be canceled. The TCP calls on all citizens and on everyone who loves his 
or her country and peace to raise their voices to that end. The dangers can be elimi- 
nated only through active struggle. 
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MALTA 





GOVERNMENT CLOSES ISRAELI EMBASSY IN VALLETTA 





ABO51545 Dakar PANA in French 1528 GMT 4 Jan 86 

[Text] Valletta, 4 Jan (JANA/PANA) -- The Maltese Government has closed the Israeli 
Embassy in Valletta. It was learned that this measure falls within the framework of 
the nonaligned policy adopted by Malta and its total support of the Palestinian cause. 


PRIME MINISTER ON MILITARY ACTION AGAINST LIBYA 





AU061513 Paris AFP in English 2259 GMT 6 Jan 86 


[Text] Valletta, Jan 5 (AFP) — Malta, scene of a bloody hijacking in November, 
opposes any form of military action against Libya ir retaliation for last week's 
terrorist attacks at Rome and Vienna airports, Prime Minister Carmelo Mifsud Bonnici 
said here today. 


Addressing a gathering on Gozo Island, Mr Bonnici said: “A military attack could 
create another theatre of war in the Mediterranean,” and he called on the Mediterranean 
countries “to stop the United States from committing an act of madness.” 


Malta would fight terrorism “no matter what the price," said the prime minister. But 
it opposed reprisals against any country, including Libya, which Israel and the 
United States suspect of involvement in last week's attacks. 


Libya was also accused by Egypt of involvement in the November 24 hijacking in which 
an Egyptair jet on an Athens to Cairo flight was held at Malta's Valletta airport and 
60 people were killed -- most of them when Egyptian commandos stormed the plane. 


The trial of the sole surviving alleged hijacker, ‘Umar Muhammad ‘Ali al-Rizaq, is to 
start tomorrow (Monday), Mr Bonnici said. 


ALLEGED HIJACKER PLEADS ‘NOT GUILTY’ IN COURT 





AU061945 Paris AFP in English 1941 Jan 86 


[Text] Valletta, Jan 6 (AFP) — ‘Umar Muhammad ‘Ali al-Rizaq pleaded not guilty when 
he appeared before a magistrate here today, accused of murder and other offences 
arising from the hijacking last November of an Egyptair Boeing. 


A total of 60 persons died in the hijacking. Mr al-Rizaq, alleged to be the sole 
surviving hijacker, is accused of two murders, eight attempted murders, and kidnapping. 
If convicted, he could be jailed for life. 


The hearing was held under heavy security at St Elmo's Fort, where Mr al-Rizaq is 
imprisoned. Those who testified included a surgeon who operated on Mr al-Rizaq for 
gunshot wounds. 


The public was excluded from the hearing. The Egyptian and U.S. ambassadors were, 
however, present. 


When the hearing ends, the evidence will be transmitted to the attorney-general of 
Malta, who will decide whether Mr al-Rizaq should go on trial. 
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